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National Farmers Union 
Submission 
to the 
Canadian Import Tribunal 
on the subject of 
Alleged Dumping of Solid Urea Imports 
presented in 
Ottawa, Ontario November 30, 1987 


We welcome the opportunity to present our views before this 


Tribunal on the subject at hand. 


The National Farmers Union is a voluntary membership organi- 


zation of farm families. We are non-commercial, non-partisan in 
politics and non-sectarian. Our membership support is based in the 
four western provinces, Ontario and the Maritime provinces. Currently 


we are comprised of about 8,000 farm families of which number approxi- 
mately 25-30% reside east of the Manitoba/Ontario border. Many of our 


members are consumers of the product under investigation. 


THE BASIS OF THE C-—I-L COMPLAINT: 


The purpose of this hearing is to further assess the legi- 
timacy of a February 27, 1937 complaint filed by Cel=bs incorporated 
under the Spectal impose “Measures AcCt™ It alleges that the German 
Democratic Republic (G.D.R.) and ‘the Union af Sovter, octalict 
Republics (UW. S88) Relwhave gengaced inmthemdumping yor wsaolid urea in) the 
Eastern Canadian market in the fertilizer year 1986. Ina brief filed 
by C-I-L on October 925, 29G™ Te te Submrited thal “che Gumpine a. 
solid urea from the G.D.R. and the U.S.S.R. has caused, is causing and 
is likely to cause material injury to C-I-L's production of like goods. 
The material injury suffered by C-I-L has been in the form of price 
erosion and price suppression with the resulting impact on margins and 


profita.! 


C-I-L alleges that in response to the imports of the subject 
goods, it took price actions which resulted (in price injury, porn in 
the agricultural market and in the industrial market for solid urea. 
Further, it reports that in November 1986, as a result of the low price 
of the subject imported goods, C-I-L itself purchased 22,000 tonnes of 


imported material believed to be of G.D.R. origin for resale in order 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2022 with funding from 
University of Toronto 


https://archive.org/details/31/61115545295 


ee 


to maintain established accounts. This has been described as a ''defen- 
sive measure". C-I-L does not report the price paid for the imported 
product but presumably was able at its blender price of $182.00 per 


metric ton to earn a substantial profit. 


‘C-I-L has since April, 1987, been the only producer of urea 
east of the Manitoba/Ontario border. Evidence further reveals that the 
antiial- ‘production: capacity “of its*-Cotrtri shes; Ontario rracitit vest as 
157,000 metric tons. This represents 7% of total Canadian urea liquor 
production” capacity “and: currently 100% er ‘productian* capacity ‘For 


Eastern Canada. 


Production from this plant serves markets in both Central and 
Eastern Canada and the United States. Its 1986 annual report indicates 
that about one-half of its production is marketed in the U.S. C-I-L 
does not in its public evidence provide such additional relevant facts 
as: 


- its actual production of urea in the 1986 and 1987 
production years; 


—- a breakdown of its’ actual urea production volume 


that was marketed domestically and into export in 
each of these years; 


- a comparison between its domestic sales price and 
LUS eRDOTe price. 


THE BASIS FOR THE CUSTOMS & EXCISE DEPARTMENT'S ASSESSMENT: 


In its "Statement of Reasons" for initiation of an anti- 
dumping investigation respecting solid urea originating. in or) exported 
from the G.D.R. and the U.S.S.R., the Department of National Revenue 
Customs and Excise relies heavily on information provided by C-I-L in 


reaching its decision supporting C-I-L's dumping complaint. 


C-I-L, employs three different methodologies in, support, of its 


complaint. 


In its first example, normal value fof $97.98 800.8.) per 
metric ton) dieyppresentediwasal.simple averageijof markets prices far 
Western Europe for the period from October 1985 to December 1986. It 
suggests this normal value is low as the presence of G.D.R. and 


U.S.S.R. material may have had the effect of depressing prices in the 
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Western Europe market. h.E.€. pproducers marenssaids, tenhaves filed a 
complaint with the Commission of the European Communities alleging that 
$97.38: ell Sele does not. provide forjalls theweosts G8 sproducimenand 


marketing the product. 


The second approach of C-I-L was to examine the '‘'normal 
value" used by E.E.C. producers who estimated that total cost of 
producrion plus 7, for profits “should return soe OMS eper mMeeruc 
ton. C-I-L did not agree this was an accurate price and suggested that 
E.E.C. producers underestimated the cost of natural gas and did not 


include any amount for general, selling and administrative expenses. 


Within, the . period,.October, 1985 ,to December 1986, C-—J—L"s 
average blender prices and list prices per metric ton were quoted in 


the. D.N.R.. Statement of Reasons to be Cin Canadian doliars).: 


Blender. Price List Price (F.0.B. Courtright) 
October/85 G25) (CSL tes Sure $ 244 ($178.12) 
January /86 erm lis Gar gcaen! OM SOY 9 la a WS eH 
April /86 220° (TO) 220 (160.60) 
July /86 2Te (45550) 232 (169. 36) 
October/86 203 (148.20) 1907650 (144.09) 
December /86 190 (138.70) 182%* (132.86) 


* Approximate U.S. dollar equivalent based on $1 Cdn = $ .73 U.S. 


av 


** Price quoted for January 1, 1987 


C-I-L's third normal value example relied on information 
constrpetedy byaysoektadyureayiproducers in the Uss.. Thevprice: of 73216 .41 
(U.S.) per metric fon was said! to include (total (manuraccurine cosnd. 


general selling, and administrativey expenses, and abeprofit ofa 8%, 


Based on,C-I-L's, three options,,the margin of dumping in seach 
case was determined to be: 


Margin of Dumping 


GeD SR. U.5. 5.8. 
a) Normal value @ $97.38 (U.S.) 24.8% 0.7% 
b) Normal value @ $135.70 (U.S. ) 46.0% 25 AT 


c) Normal value @ $216.41 (U.S.) 06327, eps 
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In the Statement of Reasons submitted to the Tribunal on 
August 27, 1987, over the signature of B. Brimble, A/Director General, 
Assessment Programs, the overall weighted average margin of dumping on 
the part of the’ G.D.R.* is”estimated at 6674/7% onva volumevot 126,760.58 
metric tons imported into Canada during the period under review and 
61.35% weighted average margin assessed against the U.S.S.R. on a 


volume (Of “103, 2 1UaneLricetons. 


On the basis of this assessment, it seems clear that Customs 
and Excise has accepted the U.S! ‘costing figure of approximately 
$216.41 (U.S.) per metric ton for urea as representing ‘normal value" 
in the period under investigation July 1, 1985 to May 31, 1987 and by 
so doing implies that countervail duties of a magnitude appropriate to 
establish such a price would be justified against G.D.R. and U.S.S.R. 


urea imports. 


LOW PRICES — A GLOBAL PROBLEM: 


levis not (our #pirpose before this: Tribunal to plead the cases 
of the G.D.R. and the U.S.S.R. This they presumably will do for them- 


selves. Rather, it appears to us that the scope of the investigation 
conducted by Customs and Excise may have been so narrowly targeted 


agginst ¢C.D.R. and U.S.5.R.,imports jand prices, that, it whas overlooked 
the. more -global ‘nature (cfiygithe problem, winctudine sinew cenera. ty 
depressed state of world) erain prices contronting Tarmers. 


We note that in its 1986 annual report presented to the 
Annual. Meeting, ,of Shareholders on April «2G. y1967. 70 LoL makes game 


reference to having encountered a dumping problem from the G.D.R., 


U.S.8.R. or any olhbec country. 


It.,.referss to mihe, acreage, cutbacks in thew ils. sand (tne 


subsequent “decline “in demand” for “fertvlizer. “Lt tietes i 7S* corn silos 
are full. It refers to problems encountered) by, figher prices for 


Canadian natural gas than prevailed in the U.S. and notes that through 
deregulation, and, lower. rates,.for ;natural gas, transportation costs, 
these problems are being met. It refers to market research to better 
evaluate future farm needs and concluded the manufacture of phosphate 


fertilizers at Lambton Works would not be competitive in future. 
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With respect .to nitrogen fertilizers, C-I-L's 1986 report 


states: 


"The prospects for nitrogen fertilizer producers look 
brighter. The world supply/demand ratio seems to be near- 
ing a more even balance, and in addition, fewer plants are 
being built to supply the still growing demand. Equally 
important C-I-L is now among the world's lowest cost 
producers for its served market because of modern world- 
class plants, experienced and highly skilled staff, an 
established fertilizer wholesale and retail network, and an 
assured supply of natural gas. 


"C-I-L, however, is taking nothing for granted. Money 
continues to be spent to ensure the ongoing efficiency of 
its manufacturing facilities. To improve distribution 
efficiency even further and reduce the dependence on 
cyclical markets, C-I-L is strengthening its fertilizer 
wholesale and retail network in the North American corn 
belt. It has also established an Agriculture Research 
Laboratory, and spread decision-making throughout’ the 
Agriculture organization to make it more responsive to 
customer needs and business conditions. 


"Meanwhile, the fertilizer manufacturing business cycle 
continues, moving inevitably to better days. And as that 
happens, C-I-L is ready." 


This) does not present (ehe wimage sol sa cos ona on rec tne 
serious danger of Deine etercedi@out jot pllie fer it lizembuciness., even 


though the alleged dumping “of “urea “nad jalready vaken place Toruquite 


some time. 


There is evidence which suggests C-I-L's action was more 
likely prompted by anti-dumping actions initiated in the U.S. and the 
European Community countries. A report found in the February 9, 1987 


issue of "Green Markets", a McGraw-Hill Publication states in part: 


"C-I-L, eastern Canada's largest fertilizer producer, is 
following the lead of US firms in the face of weak ferti- 
lizer markets. The company is considering seeking govern- 
ment action to curb urea imports and is streamlining its 
costs and operations to weather the market depression. 


"An in-house team is studying the recent urea dumping suits 
in the US and the European Community with an eye toward 
mounting a Similar campaign in Canada, Green Markets has 
learned. The countries to be targeted would include at 
least the three that US producers succeeded in getting 
preliminary bonds assessed against, the USSR, Romania and 
East Germany. 


"Whether the scope of a Canadian complaint would be widened 
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to include other nations will depend in part on the team's 
consultations with its parent company in the UK, ICI. 


"TCI is a member of the group of European producers that 
allege urea was dumped into EC nations by eight countries, 
a charge still being investigated within the EC. In 
December ICI was instrumental in getting quotas placed on 
East Bloc urea imports into Great Britain." 


International market prices quoted for urea in the August 31, 
1987 edition of Green Markets were as follows: (tes, UGluaes "per 


metric ton) 


U soe Gulé S 295e=—) a0 
Caribbean 85° =" 90 
W. Europe 0 al al ne 
E. Europe 80 - 90 
Middle East 90 ~— 100 


We are, however, not expected by C-I-L and Customs and Excise 
to regard imports from countries other than the G.D.R. and the U.S.S.R. 
to constitute dumping. Customs and Excise, in its Statement of Reasons 
dated May 29, 1987, rationalizes low prices on imports from other 


countries as follows: 


"Based on the limited information available in respect to 
fertilizer year 1987, it is noted that prices from other 
countries which have continued to ship to Canada have 
decreased substantially. These countries were deemed by 
the complainant to be fair traders, because their prices 
to Canada were in the range of $172.10 to $188.40 in 1986. 
Although, their pricing to Canada appears to be very low 
(possibly at dumped prices) for 1987, it is believed that 
they have had to pursue this pricing practice in order to 
retain a portion of their sales to Canada and it is reason- 
able to conclude that, if measures are imposed on the 
G.D.R. and U.S.S.R. pricing to Canada, these countries will 
return to their practice of fairly pricing their goods 
shipped to Canada." (underlining ours) 


This type of rationalization on the part of the Department 
appears to us as self-serving nonsense to justify its decision in 
targeting the G.D.R. and U.S.S.R. imports for countervail. It is pure 
speculation to assume, for example, that the U.S... elven its recard in 


dumping grain, would act differently in its fertilizer trade. 


An Agriculture Canada publication, Market Commentary, 
December, 1986, featuring commentaries on farm inputs and finance, 
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reports awit? decline "in "fertilizer use am, the Use in’ ooo and 
additionally states: 


"The U.S. fertilizer industry suffered major reductions in its fertilizer 
exports in 1985-86, declining by 33% relative to the high levels established in 1984- 
85. Much of this decrease was due to the significant decline in total imports by 


such Asian markets as China and India. The decline in U.S. exports was particularl 
evident in urea and diammonium phosphate, both of which fell by almost 50%." 


The above quotation from an article by E. Pidgeon, devoted to 
comment on the fertilizer situation, further observes that prices of 
virtually all fertilizer products declined on international markets in 
1985-86, including “nitrogen ‘fertilizers )whichpiwere aby ther rn lowest 
levels in °10 years with thel USSi Gul anhydrous ammonia li priceyol: $427 
tonne being less than one-half of its average 1984 value. It predicted 
that price declines, for nitrogen would ‘probably be igreaber Chan ehiase 


for phosphate or potash and adds: 


"Price movements in 1987 will be strongly influenced by developments 
within the United States, as that country plays an exceedingly important role in the 
international fertilizer market." 


On the matter of fertilizer prices in Canada for 1987, the 


article continues: 


"Canadian fertilizer price movements in 1986-87 will be strongly in- 
fluenced by prices on the international market, particularly by those in the United 
States. If the United States implements some form of restriction on its fertilizer 
imports, Canadian prices will probably be depressed in regions that can be easily 
supplied by other countries, as there will probably be considerable quantities of 
fertilizer available on the international market at very low prices." 


As we now know, Canadian potash exports to the U.S. have been 
subjected to extremely high countervailing duties. The U.S. has also 
taken anti-dumping action against various urea producers and the U.K. 


has brought in a quota system on “imports, ct (Hastern, Bloc product. 


With the apparent depressed state of urea prices world-wide, 
which’is not entirely umrelated to the depressed Stave io: erat price. 
we believe the countervail action proposed by the Department of 


National Revenue Customs and Excise is not really designed to correct 
the trading habits of two erring nations but more closely resembles an 
attempt to impose a _ trade embargo on urea against these two nations. 
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The real problem C-I-L has with low-priced urea imports is 
that ft ‘cannot currently produce urea in: its plant at’ a profitable 
level. Under current market conditions, it would be much cheaper for 
it to import urea, at least in the short run, than it is to manufacture 
Ley 

We believe importers and brokers purchasing urea in currently 
depressed international markets are enjoying windfall profit margins. 
Urea prices paid by farmers have not similarly reflected the depressed 


state of urea prices. 


Quarterly agricultural input prices assembled by the Ontario 
Ministry of "Agricubture—and+.Food \for urea veperts: prices pala. by 


farmers per tonne as follows: 


1985 1986 1987 
Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Qi Q2 
$322 316 Lag ig Vays 258 oy 244 233 oie aa 


In fertilizer year 1985, the average value of urea imports 


was reported to be $259.04/tonne. In 1986, the reported value was 
$170.34/tonne and up to May 31, 1987, it was $120.11/tonne, less than 
one-half the 1985 average price. Quite apparently the commercial 


marketing structure has been able to effectively administer domestic 


retail prices, 


Preliminary statistics published by the Fertilizer Institute 
of Ontario and the Quebec Fertilizer Manufacturer's Association indi- 
cate that for the year ended June 30, 1987, Ontario consumption of urea 
was 177,514 tonnes and 87,967 tonnes in Quebec. Together, producers in 
these two provinces consumed 265,481 tonnes of urea in the 1986-87 


year. 


The Canadian Fertilizer Institute reports that urea shipments 
of domestic manufacture for the fertilizer year ended June 30, 1987, 


was as follows: 


Ontario: 46,896 metric tonnes 
Quebec: 9,065 metric tonnes 
Atlantic: 502 metric tonnes 


This indicates that approximately 26.4% of Ontario urea 


consumption was of domestic manufacture but only 10.3% of Quebec 
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consumption. 


C-I-L has indicated its production capacity at its Courtright 
plant to Wergloe, OOOsimetric gtonnes. If the domestic shipments from 
domestic manufacture serve as any type of a guide, it appears the plant 
operated. below capacity, in), fertilizer, year -198/. Its annual report 


indicdtes.that, halt,of.its, production iseishappedmeoythe Wss. wmarkeG. 


Granting C-I-L this, countervail actionewould have vehe! ef fect of holding 
Canadian farmers hostage to Ltssconporate pwinterests, 


This countervail will not remedy the current depressed state 


of international ;urea prices. We suspect C-I-L is as much aware of 
this as anyone. A major result of a successful countervail will simply 


be to enlarge the urea market potential in Canada for other exporting 
countries,ryprincipally, the »pU.S.., whose.)market. share: here » has 4 been 
reduced. frome 59.2%. ,in» fertilizer wiyearguloes ‘Eompaboute 300 topes 


Restoring the U.S. market share would probably be welcomed by 
C-I-L which reportedly has donated $60,000 in support of the national 
business council free trade lobby. (Toronto Star, September 8, 1987) 
Considering the countervail action the U.S. has imposed upon Canadian 
potash! exports, it would,-hardly seemi,thatpwwemwowe (the,U.S..anylenari ty 


on urea. 


Quite apparently we are witnessing an international trade war 
in urea as we have witnessed in oil and are currently experiencing in 
grain. We believe there are also other considerations, of importance to 


farmers whichy must... be.,addressed, wine considering, this » application, 


IMPLICATIONS OF THE INTERNATIONAL GRAIN TRADE WAR: 


a 


A consequence of the international grain trade war has been 
the high subsidization of grain exports to importing countries by the 
U.S. and the E.E.C.. Canadian grain marketing agencies have had to meet 


these competitive prices in order to maintain our market shares. This 


has been extremely costly to farmers. 


in the crop vear, 1965-86. final) realized “wheat. prices for 
prairie farmers were 14.1% below those realized in 1984-85. In 1986- 


87, initial wheat prices were reduced by 18.8% and for the 1987-88 crop 
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year initial prices were further reduced by 15.4%. Similar reductions 


were invoked upon Eastern Canadian producers. 


Because grain prices are seriously depressed, producers do 
not welcome the move by C-I-L to attempt to maintain an artificially 
high price, for fertilizer on our domestic market which will contribute 
even further to farm income costs and losses. Grain prices are now 


unable to return cash costs of praduction., (Unlike, Ula .-E.h Cc, Larmer 


competitors, Canadian grain producers do not receive guaranteed subsi- 
dized prices for their products. Levels of countervail upon fertilizer 
prices considered acceptable to C-I-~L would render Canadian grain 
producers even less competitive in world grain markets than is 


presently the case. 


trade. must) bela tworway  yseree. THEW US Soman ee) els Ua) OMe 
importer of Canadian grain. In the’ 1935-86. crop. year, 10 imported 
5,219,000 tonnes of Canadian wheat (Canadian Wheat Board, Annual 
Report, 1985-86 crop year). In the preceding three crop years, 1982-83 
to 1984-85, it imported annual volumes averaging 6,580,000 tonnes, by 


far ;our largest customer: In -addition,) 2b 2s ama jon -customer ioe 
Canadian barley. (See Appendix A) These large grain purchases have 
created a sizable imbalance in trade between our two countries. A 


countervailing duty or other equally repressive trade measure against 
U.S.S.R.. urea imports’ ‘could very ‘eastly Criccer retaliatory Faction 
which would damage our current delicate trade relations with that 
country. The U.S, has aggressively been attenpting Eovecaptuure a Large: 
share of the U.S.S.R. market through subsidized sales. A countervail 
against U,S.o.Ry Urea would ‘only assist (Chew jo.) erste ral met eacdine 


piracy. 


The G.D.R. is also a sizable importer of Canadian wheat and 
barley, altheugh not to ‘the extent Jor ehe Urls. sok. Poy LYSSs86, Lt 
imported 48,000 tonnes of wheat and 571,000 tonnes of barley, making it 
our second largest customer for barley. In the three previous crop 
years, it imported an annual average of 840,000 tonnes of barley and 
184,000 tonnes of wheat. 


It is: important ‘to the: Canadian balance of trade ‘that our 


grain trading relationships with these two nations not be placed in 
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jeopardy. fhe. nationcannot, athoray it. and Larmers (carmot afford it 


either. 


For these several) measone. wer stlrongty,, fecommend) that the 
countervail action initiated by C-i-L against urea imports from the 


GC DeReranad «Lier Us. oaks be ne yectear 


Be CAE A Ih ges 


All of Which is Respectfully 
Submitted by: 


NATIONAL FARMERS UNION 


APPENDIX A | 


CANADIAN WHEAT (INCLUDING DURUM) EXPORTS BY AREAS AND COUNTRIES 
CROP YEARS 1975-76 to 1984-85 


Country 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1961-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86! 
000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 006 
tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes fonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes 


WESTERN EUROPE: 


EEC: 

Belgium and Luxembourg 38 71 36 12 — 16 23 10 127 100 
Denmark — —_ 1 1 — =~ — 1 1 j 
France 30 81 62 4 12 88 107 199 104 58 
Germany, Federal Republic 356 66 15 12 1 18 1 26 3 8) 
ireland -—— — — — — 1 — 1 1 — 
Italy 546 894 544 723 765 515 624 742 240 367 
Netherlands 197 221 62 70 22 38 17 103 107 78 
Portugal —- — — — — a — — — 149 
United Kingdom 1 431 1 526 1312 1 361 1 409 1 366 1 109 955 633 702 
TOTAL EEC 2 598 2 859 2 032 2 183 2 209 2 042 1881 21037 1216 1 458 
OTHER WESTERN EUROPE: 

Finland — 6 88 9 6 29 ms _ td — 
Norway 118 67 67 137 10 sy? 70 148 62 68 
Portugal — 57 39 43 17 - — — _ — 
Spain — 26 54 — 51 oo —- _ — 
Sweden — 1 4 1 — — 2 4 2 
Switzerland 52 77 63 71 54 49 109 49 9 — 
TOTAL OTHER WESTERN EUROPE: 170 234 Shai) 261 138 135 181 197 82 70 
EASTERN EUROPE: 

Bulgaria —_ — an == Som a a a — 216 
Czechoslovakia 67 — -— 6 — 14 5 5 5 — 
Germany, People’s Rep. of 292 32 74 10 67 — 308 73 170 48 
Poland 868 686 583 1 487 1091 1674 622 52 91 22 
Romania 84 — = == a al = == — — 
U.S.S.R. 1043 2 146 1 429 2579 3 971 5 019 6 959 6 761 6019 5 219 
Yugoslavia 130 88 = 127 — — _ — — — 
TOTAL EASTERN EUROPE: 2 484 2 952 2 086 4 209 5 129 6 707 7 894 6 891 6 285 5'505 
TOTAL EUROPE: 5;252 6 045 4 433 6 653 7 476 8 884 9 956 9 125 7 583 7 033 
AFRICA: 

Algeria 508 462 335 598 654 590 512 813 508 492 
Benin — — — 1 _ — — — — aes 
Chad — — — — — —_— — 7 5 — 
Ethiopia — 86 15 51 81 45 92 49 128 93 
Ghana 117 104 76 98 25 45 24 63 S74 66 
Ivory Coast — — — — _— 1 — - — — 
Kenya = — — -— — 16 _~ -— 39 a 
Libya 22 — — 28 81 291 110 93 124 174 
Mali ~ — _ — — — 13 — a cv 
Mauritania 5 8 10 — na —_— 4 1 Vi 10 
Morocco 88 25 100 129 12 15 _ = = Ls 
Mozambique 32 1 11 — 5 16 25 14 21 7 
Niger — — — aHs 2 4 Jl 2 at 
Nigeria 23 3 20 28 — — 21 66 — 133 
Rwanda — _ 1 _ — —_ 1 14 — — 
Senegal 5 10 2 6 8 9 13 10 9 B 
Somalia 10 _ -- — — 7 os ae fie 
South Africa — _— — — — — = ee = 55 
Sudan 1 — _ V/ -— _ — 2 4 5 
Tanzania 24 34 38 — 10 13 oa 13 10 — 
Togo 6 5 3 8 ~~. — 21 23 v 8 
Tunisia 47 4 73 49 23 10 — — — =e 
Uganda — — — 8 — — 9 1 Pee ae 
Upper Volta — — — -- — — 3 2 ie Ene 
Zaire — — 1 _ — = ae Ee pre 
Zambia — — — 17 — — pa uo! 

Zimbabwe _ ~~ — 3 _ — =e 17 i Me 
TOTAL AFRICA 888 1039 685 1031 901 1 060 852 1 198 934 1061 


Country 


MIDDLE EAST: 
Arab Rep. of Egypt 
Cyprus 

Iran 

Iraq 

Israel 

Jordan 

Lebanon 

Saudi Arabia 

Syria 

Turkey 

Yemen, P.D.R. 
TOTAL MIDDLE EAST: 


ASIA: 

Afghanistan 
Bangladesh 

China, People’s Rep. of 
Hong Kong 

india 

Indonesia 

Japan 


Korea, Dem. Peopie’s Rep. 


Korea, South 
Malaysia 
Nepal 
Pakistan 
Philippines 
Singapore 
Sri Lanka 
Taiwan 
Viet-Nam 
TOTAL ASIA: 


WESTERN HEMISPHERE: 
Barbados 

Belize 

Bolivia 

Brazil 

Chile 

Colombia 

Costa Rica 

Cuba 

Dominican Republic 
El Salvador 

Haiti Republic 
Honduras 
Jamaica _ 

Mexico 

Nicaraqua 

Peru 

St. Lucia 

St. Vincent 
Trinidad & Tobago 
Venezuela 

United States 


TOTAL WESTERN HEMISPHERE: 


TOTAL BULK WHEAT: 
BAGGED SEED WHEAT: 


GRAND TOTAL: 


' Subject to revision. 


1976-77 
000 


tonnes 


258 
13 


209 


1 
25 


84 


12711 


1977-78 
000 
tonnes 

409 

8 
233 

1, 
105 
281 


8 
1045 


_ 
& 
118!lSloellel | 


nn 
> 
S 
~J 


15 246 


1978-79 1979-80 
000 000 
tonnes tonnes 


117 a 
Je 110 
102 428 
221 75 
ut 20 
1 past 
441 633 
13 21 
337 428 
3102 2516 
34 37 
we 24 
1226 1336 
20 10 
= 13 
150 34 
a 27 
4 ath 
= 79 
22 sf 
4908 4525 
4 4 
948 1270 
523 866 
38 33 
51 62 
21 71 
124 48 
21 4 
87 8 
15 4 


1 832 2 370 
12 299 15 212 
3 3 


12 302 1523415 


Source: Canadian Grain Commission ‘Canada Grain Exports" for 1985-86. 
All previous years: Statistics Canada “‘Grain Trade of Canada"’. 


1980-81 
000 


tonnes 


1981-82 
000 


tonnes 


316 
73 
258 


1982-83 


000 


tonnes 


as 
Qn Ett 


20 956 


1 


20 957 


1983-84 


000 
tonnes 


662 
32 
488 
608 
18 


1984-85! 
000 
fonnes 


450 
14 
41 

367 
99 


17 073 


1985-86 
000 
tonnes 


CANADIAN BARLEY EXPORTS BY AREAS AND COUNTRIES 
CROP YEARS 1976-77 to 1985-86 
Country 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 


000 006 000 000 000 000 000 006 
tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes tonnes 


WESTERN EUROPE: 


EEC: 

Belgium and Luxembourg 119 94 aS — — 121 481 708 
Denmark 10 ox ra Tae rig aa a ar 
France 7 — rae ue a 22 ea 22 
Germany, Federal Rep. 238 206 100 53 ~~ _ 51 20 
Greece — 26 re fat ay ees ee Res 
Italy 851 630 425 582 344 417 310 126 
Netherlands 155 31 _ —_ 1 — — 63 
Portugal ae ae at raid my is ub sig 
United Kingdom 56 58 72 24 10 3 — — 
TOTAL EEC: 1 436 1045 597 659 355 541 842 939 
OTHER WESTERN EUROPE: 

Finland —_ _ — — 111 — — 
Iceland — oo 4 4 3 1 — — 
Malta — a — 9 _— a —_ 
Portugal — — — — — —~ — 5 
Spain -- — — — _ 235 410 102 
Switzerland 40 — — — — a sae 
TOTAL OTHER WESTERN EUROPE: 40 — 4 13 3 347 410 107 
EASTERN EUROPE: 

Bulgaria _ _ 31 — _— — — — 
Germany, Peopie’s Republic of 282 — 246 _ — 103 600 1123 
Hungary _ -- 32 — _— — — — 
Poland 150 595 570 383 147 — a 105 
Romania — 15 226 — — ~~ — 67 
U.S.S.R. 121 166 126 872 1573 2 789 1526 472 
TOTAL EASTERN EUROPE: 553 776 eo 1255 1720 2 883 2 126 1767 
TOTAL EUROPE: 2029 1 821 1 832 1927 2078 3771 3 378 2 813 
AFRICA: 

Algeria 78 109 80 138 — 36 — a 
Libya 9 _ = — = — — — 
Morocco —_ 21 — — — 4 - 
Tunisia — os 21 — — a _ _ 
TOTAL AFRICA: 87 130 101 138 — 40 _~ — 
MIDDLE EAST: 

Cyprus a 20 63 93 — 45 61 58 
Iran 177 184 154 23 ~ &0 92 209 
iraq 46 _ 16 53 — —_ 101 197 
israel 132 116 235 239 124 209 252 256 
Jordan — —_ — 23 — ~~ 8 — 
Kuwait a — — 32 — _ — = 
Lebanon 18 9 15 43 15 — — 
Saudi Arabia — _ — 57 — 89 — 31 
Syria — — — 103 — — — 98 
Turkey oo ee = Bes uA Bi 188 
TOTAL MIDDLE EAST: 373 329 483 672 124 438 514 1037 
ASIA: 

China, People's Republic of — — o _- _ Wad: 8&3 26 
Japan 862 841 873 789 805 914 970 820 
Korea, South — — = as = eal aes 5 
Singapore — — — — Ee a nea 262 
Taiwan a se “22 ost wis 118 83 wo 
TOTAL ASIA: 862 841 873 789 805 1109 1 136 VIS 
WESTERN HEMISPHERE: 

Colombia 56 72 78 91 47 86 101 115 
Cuba 33 38 ol 47 60 53 42 40 
Ecuador -— — 7 — — — ei pate 
Mexico _- _ — _ nes am 22 63 
Peru — 19 9 29 11 23 16 13 
United States 168 939 140 138 111 202 121 74 
TOTAL WESTERN HEMISPHERE: 257 228 265 305 229 364 302 305 
TOTAL BARLEY: 3 608 3 349 3 554 3 831 3 236 5 722 5 330 5 268 
MALT (Barley Equivalent): 174 - 191 246 254 285 280 318 269 
GRAND TOTAL: 3782 3 540 3 800 4085 3521 6 002 5 648 59537 


1 Subject to revision. 
Source: Canadian Grain Commission ‘‘Canada Grain Exports” for 1985-86. 
All previous years — Statistics Canada “Grain Trade of Canada’’. 


1984-85 


000 


tonnes 


2 781 


1985-86! 


000 


tonnes 


203 


3795 


national farmers union 


